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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement filed 10/26/05 fails to comply with the 
provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97, 1 .98 and MPEP § 609 because applicant failed to submit an 
english language translation of foreign references 08-193423, 09-034946 and 09- 
034939. It has been placed in the application file, but the information referred to therein 
has not been considered as to the merits. Applicant is advised that the date of any re- 
submission of any item of information contained in this information disclosure statement 
or the submission of any missing element(s) will be the date of submission for purposes 
of determining compliance with the requirements based on the time of filing the 
statement, including all certification requirements for statements under 37 CFR 1.97(e). 
See MPEP § 609.05(a). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-3, 4,5,6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101. The claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. The claims are directed to a computer 
program with no medium. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 3 recites the limitations "the upper limit" and "the actual repair cost" in line 
3; and the limitation "the building owner" in line 4. There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for these limitations in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,2,3, 4, 6,8,9,10, 11, 13, 15,16,17,18 and 20 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Makino, Japanese Pub. No. 08-193423. 
Re Claims 1,8 and 15: Makino discloses a computer program/method/apparatus to: 
input at least one deterioration state parameter that quantitatively represents a 
deterioration state of constituents a building (Makino, [0006] [0007] [0008] [0009] [0013] 
[0014] [0016] [0017] [0018] [0019] [0020] [0021] [0030] [0062] [0065] [0066]); 
calculate future repair period and future repair cost for each constituent, based the 
deterioration state parameter (Makino, [0006] [0007] [0008] [0009] [0013] [0014] [0016] 
[0017] [0018] [0019] [0020] [0021] [0030] [0062] [0065] [0066]); and 
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output the calculation results of said calculation unit at least in a tabular format (Makino, 
[0006] [0007] [0008] [0009] [0013] [0014] [0016] [0017] [0018] [0019] [0020] [0021] 
[0030] [0062] [0065] [0066]). 

Re Claims 2,9 and 16: Makino discloses the computer program/method/apparatus, 
wherein said output outputs the calculation results in a graphic format (Makino, [0006] 
[0007] [0008] [0009] [0013] [0014] [0016] [0017] [0018] [0019] [0020] [0021] [0030] 
[0062] [0065] [0066]). 

Re Claims 3,10 and 17: Makino discloses the computer program/method/apparatus, 
wherein the repair cost is guaranteed by a building management company as the upper 
limit of the actual repair cost to be actually paid by the building owner (Makino, [0006] 
[0007] [0008] [0009] [0013] [0014] [0016] [0017] [0018] [0019] [0020] [0021] [0030] 
[0062] [0065] [0066]). 

Re Claims 4,11 and 18: Makino discloses a computer program/method/apparatus to: 
input at least one deterioration state parameter that quantitatively represents a 
deterioration state of constituents of a building (Makino, [0006] [0007] [0008] [0009] 
[0013] [0014] [0016] [0017] [0018] [0019] [0020] [0021] [0030] [0062] [0065] [0066]); 
calculate future management cost for each management job of the building, based on 
the deterioration state parameter (Makino, [0010] [0016] [0017]); and 
output the calculation results of said calculation unit at least in a tabular format (Makino, 
[0006] [0007] [0008] [0009] [0013] [0014] [0016] [0017] [0018] [0019] [0020] [0021] 
[0030] [0062] [0065] [0066]). 

Re Claims 6, 13 and 20: Makino discloses a computer program/method/apparatus to: 
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Input at least one deterioration state parameter that quantitatively represents a 
deterioration state of constituents of a building (Makino, [0006] [0007] [0008] [0009] 
[0013] [0014] [0016] [0017] [0018] [0019] [0020] [0021] [0030] [0062] [0065] [0066]); 
first calculate future repair period and future repair cost for each constituent, based on 
the deterioration state parameter (Makino, [0006] [0007] [0008] [0009] [0013] [0014] 
[0016] [0017] [0018] [0019] [0020] [0021] [0030] [0062] [0065] [0066]); 
output the calculation results of the first calculation at least in a tabular format (Makino, 
[0006] [0007] [0008] [0009] [0013] [0014] [0016] [0017] [0018] [0019] [0020] [0021] 
[0030] [0062] [0065] [0066]); 

second calculate future management cost for each management job of the building, 
based on the deterioration state parameter (Makino, [0010] [0016] [0017]); and 
output the calculations results of the second calculation at least in a tabular format 
(Makino, [0006] [0007] [0008] [0009] [0013] [0014] [0016] [0017] [0018] [0019] [0020] 
[0021] [0030] [0062] [0065] [0066]). 

Claims 5,12 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Ida, Japanese Pub. No. 09-34939. 

Re Claims 5,12 and 19: Kazuo discloses a computer program/method/apparatus to: 
collect at least light and fuel expenses data for each tenant of a building in a 
predetermined cycle (Ida, [0001] [0002] [0003] [0004]); 

calculate variable expenses for each tenant, based on the light and fuel expenses data 
(Ida, [0001] [0002] [0003] [0004]); and 
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issue a bill describing an amount billed including at least variable expenses for each 
tenant (Ida, [0001] [0002] [0003] [0004]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 7,14 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Makino, Japanese Pub. No. 08-193423 in view of Ida, Japanese Pub. No. 09- 

34939. 

Re Claims 7,14 and 21 : Makino discloses a computer program/method/apparatus to: 
input at least one deterioration state parameter that quantitatively represents a 
deterioration state of constituents of a building (Makino, [0006] [0007] [0008] [0009] 
[0013] [0014] [0016] [0017] [0018] [0019] [0020] [0021] [0030] [0062] [0065] [0066]); 



Application/Control Number: 09/934,570 Page 7 

Art Unit: 3693 

first calculate future repair period and future repair cost for each constituent, based on 
the deterioration state parameter (Makino, [0006] [0007] [0008] [0009] [0013] [0014] 
[0016] [0017] [0018] [0019] [0020] [0021] [0030] [0062] [0065] [0066]); 
output the calculation results of the first calculation at least in tabular format (Makino, 
[0006] [0007] [0008] [0009] [0013] [0014] [0016] [0017] [0018] [0019] [0020] [0021] 
[0030] [0062] [0065] [0066]); 

second calculate future management cost for each management job of the building, 
based on the deterioration state parameter (Makino, [0010] [0016] [0017]); 
output the calculation results of the second calculation at lest in a tabular format 
(Makino, [0006] [0007] [0008] [0009] [0013] [0014] [0016] [0017] [0018] [0019] [0020] 
[0021] [0030] [0062] [0065] [0066]); 

Makino fails to explicitly disclose a computer program/method/apparatus to: 
collect at least light and fuel expenses data for each tenant of a building in a 
predetermined cycle; 

calculate variable expenses for each tenant, based on the light and fuel expenses data; 
and 

issue a bill describing an amount billed including at least variable expenses for each 
tenant. 

Ida discloses a computer program/method/apparatus to: 
collect at least light and fuel expenses data for each tenant of a building in a 
predetermined cycle (Ida, [0001] [0002] [0003] [0004]); 
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calculate variable expenses for each tenant, based on the light and fuel expenses data 
(Ida, [0001] [0002] [0003] [0004]); and 

issue a bill describing an amount billed including at least variable expenses for each 
tenant(lda, [0001] [0002] [0003] [0004]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the teachings of Makino by adopting the teachings of Ida to provide 
a computer program/method/apparatus to: input at least one deterioration state 
parameter that quantitatively represents a deterioration state of constituents of a 
building; first calculate future repair period and future repair cost for each constituent, 
based on the deterioration state parameter; output the calculation results of the first 
calculation at least in tabular format; second calculate future management cost for each 
management job of the building, based on the deterioration state parameter; output the 
calculation results of the second calculation at lest in a tabular format; collect at least 
light and fuel expenses data for each tenant of a building in a predetermined cycle; 
calculate variable expenses for each tenant, based on the light and fuel expenses data; 
and issue a bill describing an amount billed including at least variable expenses for 
each tenant. 

As suggested by Ida one would have been motivated to provide tenants with 
knowledge about the various utility charged they are accruing so that they can manage 
and use the resources more wisely. 

Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sara Chandler whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1 186. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on 571-272-6712. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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